The National Scene 


NEW ORLEANS 
PLOT THICKENS 


In his latest press conference 
New Orleans District Attorney 
Jim Garrison dropped another 
jot boiler into the Kennedy as- 

■sf 

Five days before the assassi- 
nation, says Garrison, Lee Har- 
vey Oswald, who was an agent 
of the CIA, says Garrison, sent 
a telegram to FBI director J. 
Edgar Hoover warning that an 
attempt would be made on the 
President’s life in Dallas, says 
Garrison. 

Garrison did not produce the 
telegram nor promise to do so 
when the first of his alleged con- 
spirators goes on trial is New 
Orleans in February. But he 
said that if the American people 
were convinced that it existed 
they would not tolerate the con- 
tinuation in places of power of 
those (including not only Hoov- 
er but. Chief Justice Earl War- 
ren and evidently President 
Johnson himself) who suppress- 
ed the truth about the assassina- 
tion and made Oswald the pat- 
sy. 

That is the understatement of 
the century. 

One question, however, still 


With Bran Bietaat 


goes unanswered. Indeed, it has 
scarcely been asked by any of 
the growing number of investi- 
gators who have attempted to 
tear apart the Warren commis- 
sion report. 

If there were any substance to 
these theories that John F, Ken- 
nedy was the victim of a con- 
spiracy — before his death and- 
or after it — why would those 
who were closest to him, who 
were most deeply affected by his 
murder who bad the most com- 
pelling personal interest in see- 
ing that the truth be known, 
have expressed their satisfact- 
ion with the official explanation? 

The idea that the Kennedy fa- 
mily, with its wealth, prestige, 
influence and ambition, was 
brought or pressured into silence 
by somebody or just sold a bill 
of goods like the rest of 11 s is as 
fantastic as any expose of the 
assassination that has yet been 
offered to the publ ic, 

LOVE -BLIND COMPUTER 

Automation has suffered a set- 
back-automated romance, that 
is. 

Two Stanford University psy- 
chology students computer- 



matched 350 men and 210 wo- 
men on the basis of personalit- 
ies, mutual interests and opin-* 
kins. The results of the mach. 
ine - made dating were disap- 
pointing. 1 

, They found that how closely 
two people were matched seem- 
ed cAjrmW*>h' m how 

much they liked each other. 

“Apparently the blindness 
— j|tays in blind dating even when 
you use a computer,” they re- 
port, While they concede that 
the number of people involved 
in the experiment was too small 
to be statistically significant, 
computer dating seems “just 
like roulette — you pay your 
money and take your chances.” 
The students concluded that i Vs 
just “too unscientific a way to 
meet dates,” 

Only one marriage resulted 
from the dating experiment— but 
neither partner had been match- 
ed with the other. They met else- 
where and fell in love the old- 
fashioned way* 

Which brings to mind an old 
(?) saying: The computer dis- 
poses, but it*$ still the man who 
proposes. 


